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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 100-115 is/are pending in the application. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
7/21/2008 has been entered. Claims 78-99 have been cancelled. Claims 100-115 have 
been added. Accordingly, claims 100-1 15 are pending in this office action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 100-115 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US 
(20040034615 Thomson). 



As for claim 100 Thomson discloses: a source ETL application receiving, from a 
user, input that selects one or more database objects to be transported from a source 
database to a target database (See paragraph 0021); wherein said source database 
system includes source database metadata that describes database objects of said 
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source database (See paragraph 0057); wherein said source ETL application includes 
source ETL metadata, separate from said source database metadata, that describes 
database objects of said source database (See paragraph 0063); said source ETL 
application causing generation of a module comprising metadata that describes said 
one or more of database objects (See paragraph 0095); a target ETL application 
reading said module; wherein said target database system includes target database 
metadata that describes database objects of said target database; wherein said target 
ETL application includes target ETL metadata (See paragraph 0043-0050), separate 
from said target database metadata, that describes said database objects of said target 
database; wherein said reading said module causes said target ETL application to 
perform loading said database objects within said target database; wherein said loading 
includes: modifying said target ETL metadata to describe said one or more database 
objects; modifying said target database metadata to describe said one or more 
database objects; incorporate within said target database a tablespace holding data for 
at least one of said one or more database objects (See paragraphs 0036, 0050, 0054). 

As for claim 101 the rejection of claim 100 is incorporated and further Thomson 
discloses: in response to a failure occurring during the loading of said database objects 
within said target database, rolling back all changes made during the loading of the 
database objects to the target database (See paragraph 0066). 
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As for claim 102 the rejection of claim 100 is incorporated and further Thomson 
discloses: wherein the selected one or more database objects to be transported from a 
source database to a target database includes a database object that has metadata 
stored outside of the source database (See paragraphs 0151-0153). 

As for claim 103 the rejection of claim 100 is incorporated and further Thomson 
discloses: wherein generation of a module includes analyzing the source database 
metadata for dependencies (See paragraph 0009). 

As for claim 104 the rejection of claim 100 is incorporated and further Thomson 
discloses: wherein analyzing the source database metadata for dependencies includes 
ensuring proper order of loading of the source database metadata into the target 
database (See paragraph 0046, 0107). 

As for claim 105 the rejection of claim 100 is incorporated and further Thomson 
discloses: storing said module in one or more files in a source file system (See 
paragraph 0046). 

As for claim 106 the rejection of claim 105 is incorporated and further Thomson 
discloses: said target ETL application performing the steps of: reading a specification 
containing information for how to move modules from said source file system to a target 
file system; and wherein said information comprises a network protocol and the location 
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in the source file system of said one or more files; and accessing said one or more files 
in a source file system based on said information (See paragraphs 0006). 

As for claim 107 the rejection of claim 106 is incorporated and further Thomson 
discloses: wherein the network protocol is one of FTP, HTTP, HTTPS, or rsync (See 
paragraphs 0006, 0037, figure 2). 

Claims 108-115 are method claims corresponding to the method of claims 
100,103-107, 101-102 and are thus rejected for the same reasons as set forth in the 
rejection of claims 100,103-107, 101-102. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 7/21/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues: 

There is no mention anywhere of a source ETL application that exports its own 
metadata associated with database objects in the source database and a target ETL 
application that modifies its metadata based on the extracted source ETL application 
metadata. Even more, there is no mention anywhere that in conjunction with exporting 
its metadata to a target ETL application, that the ETL application exports metadata from 
a source database to a target database. As there is no suggestion in either Bridge or 
Thorn regarding an ETL application with these features, no combination of Bridge and 
Thorn would provide an ETL application with these features. 
Examiner responds: 

Examiner is not persuaded. Examiner is entitled to give claim limitations their 
broadest reasonable interpretation in light of the specification. Interpretation of Claims- 
Broadest Reasonable Interpretation: During patent examination, the pending claims 
must be 'given the broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification.' 
Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims during prosecution and broad 
interpretation by the examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, will be 
interpreted more broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 162 USPQ 541,550-51 (CCPA 
1969). Thomson discloses retrieving target source metadata through an access cube 
(See paragraph 0095). 
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Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leon J. Harper whose telephone number is 571-272- 
0759. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30AM - 4:00Pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain T. Alam can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



LJH 

Leon J. Harper 
October 12, 2008 

/Hosain T Alam/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2166 



